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HIV/AIDS PROGRAMS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, 
yesterday on World AIDS Day, the ad-
ministration announced its proposed 5- 
year strategy for the President’s Emer-
gency Plan for AIDS Relief, otherwise 
known as PEPFAR. The strategy is re-
quired by the Tom Lantos and Henry J. 
Hyde United States Global Leadership 
Against HIV/AIDS, Tuberculosis and 
Malaria Reauthorization Act of 2008. 
That is a mighty long name, but it 
does so much good. And it begins to 
shift PEPFAR from an emergency pro-
gram to one focused on sustainability. 

Mr. Speaker, the challenges in fight-
ing HIV/AIDS are daunting, but not in-
surmountable. Over 33 million people 
worldwide are infected, an estimated 67 
percent of whom live in Sub-Saharan 
Africa. Nearly 2.7 million people, in-
cluding 430,000 children, were newly di-
agnosed with HIV last year. Over 14 
million children have lost one or both 
parents to HIV/AIDS. AIDS is deci-
mating an entire generation of the 
most productive members of society in 
developing countries, which will cause 
GDP to drop by more than 20 percent in 
the hardest-hit countries over the next 
decade. 

Without effective prevention, treat-
ment, and care efforts, the AIDS pan-
demic will continue to spread its mix 
of death, poverty, and despondency 
that is destabilizing governments and 
societies and undermining the security 
of entire regions. 

But one need not travel to Africa or 
the Caribbean or Eastern Europe to 
witness the devastation of HIV/AIDS; 
we need only to look out the front 
door. In my home State of Florida, Mr. 
Speaker, an estimated 90,000 people are 
living with HIV/AIDS, making us third 
in the Nation in the number of AIDS 
cases. 

My home county of Miami-Dade 
ranks second among large metropoli-
tan areas for people living with AIDS 
with over 32,000 currently diagnosed. 
These individuals need our assistance. 
They are fighting this disease. 

On October 21 of this year, with a bi-
partisan majority, we voted in Con-
gress to reauthorize the Ryan White 
HIV/AIDS Treatment Extension Act. 
The Ryan White program has been the 
largest supplier of services for those 
living with HIV/AIDS in the United 
States. In the United States, over 
500,000 people a year benefit from the 
Ryan White program. Florida alone re-
ceived over $209 million in funding with 
Ryan White funds in 2009, and has been 
able to assist countless low-income 
Americans living with HIV/AIDS. 

Fully appreciative of the challenges 
here at home, I am proud to have sup-
ported PEPFAR since its inception. To 
date, it has proven to be a highly effec-
tive and results-oriented program. For 
example, more than half of the 4 mil-
lion people receiving lifesaving drugs 

in low- and middle-income countries 
around the world are directly sup-
ported through PEPFAR. PEPFAR has 
supported care for more than 10 million 
people affected by HIV/AIDS, including 
more than 10 million orphans and vul-
nerable children. At least 240,000 babies 
have been born free of HIV/AIDS 
thanks to PEPFAR prevention of 
mother-to-child transmissions. 

The achievements of our bilateral 
programs are truly remarkable. How-
ever, the record of our multilateral or-
ganizations is problematic. While we 
need more robust burden sharing—par-
ticularly as the World Health Organiza-
tion has revised its guidelines and vast-
ly expanded the pool of people who re-
quire access to treatment—significant 
revelations of corruption in the global 
fund programs are cause for great con-
cern. 

Mr. Speaker, we must work together 
to ensure accountability, transparency, 
and maximum effectiveness of multi-
lateral programs that are receiving 
United States support. We must work 
to ensure that every dime that is dedi-
cated to PEPFAR, including our con-
tributions to the global fund, is used 
for its intended purposes and delivered 
in the most effective, transparent, and 
sustainable manner possible. We must 
ensure that those precious resources 
actually reach those who are in need, 
without being diverted to line the 
pockets of unaccountable international 
bureaucrats or corrupt regimes. 

Lastly, Mr. Speaker, we must also 
preserve the conscience clause and pro-
mote behavior modification, particu-
larly abstinence and fidelity, under the 
new strategy. 

In closing, let us recommit ourselves 
to saving the future by helping to save 
lives inflicted with HIV/AIDS. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. WOOLSEY addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

AMERICAN TROOPS IN 
AFGHANISTAN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. DOGGETT) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, after 
the tragedy of 9/11, I voted for the reso-
lution that authorized military action 
against those who attacked us, includ-
ing sending our troops into Afghani-
stan. We sent a strong, unified message 
that we will never yield to terrorism. 
We have not just the right but the duty 
to keep America secure. I certainly 
agreed with taking out Osama bin 
Laden. It is outrageous that the Bush- 
Cheney-Rumsfeld administration failed 
to stop him, unnecessarily prolonged 
this conflict, strengthened our enemies 
as their attention and our resources 

were diverted to an ideologically driv-
en invasion of Iraq. 

Surely all Americans should respond 
affirmatively to President Obama’s 
call last night for unity of purpose in 
keeping our families secure and over-
coming all of those who would do us 
harm. I agree with so very much of 
what President Obama said, but not so 
much with what and how he said he 
would accomplish our shared goal. 

It is true he had no really good and 
easy alternatives, and I applaud his de-
liberative effort. But the path to peace 
and security will not be found through 
a wider war. It is wholly unrealistic to 
expect that we can escalate our mili-
tary forces in the harsh, faraway land-
scape of Afghanistan by another 40 per-
cent, then deescalate and begin bring-
ing them home all within a mere 18 
months. 

We have been fighting in Afghanistan 
on the installment plan. A few more 
troops, a few more months, and a whole 
lot more money—billions. There is no 
way that 2011 will mark the end of this 
war or even the beginning of the end. 
This is just a mirage. In 18 months the 
reasons may vary, but the next install-
ment will be requested in what is al-
ready a deteriorating war that has 
lasted 8 years with the illusive end of 
the war always just over the horizon. 

The better exit strategy is to have 
fewer troops who need to exit. We 
should honor the sacrifice of those who 
are courageously serving and put fewer 
of them into harm’s way. It should not 
take 100,000 highly equipped and 
trained American troops to defeat less 
than 100 al Qaeda in Afghanistan, an 
estimate yesterday from the Presi-
dent’s National Security Adviser. 

Once again, we hear talk of a grand 
coalition, but make no mistake, it is 
Americans who are being asked to bear 
the overwhelming share of the burden. 
As these troops would arrive in Af-
ghanistan, the Canadians, the Dutch, 
they have already announced they will 
be bringing their troops home at the 
same time our people get there. 

b 1815 
The French and the Germans have 

said not one more troop. Spain may in-
crease its total to 1,200. Iceland has 
two, Luxembourg has nine. Every bit of 
help counts certainly, but it’s clear 
that the great amount of blood that 
will be spilt will, once again, be Amer-
ican, and the cost will be to the Amer-
ican taxpayer. 

Now, United States Army doctrine, 
as written by General Petraeus, calls 
for one counterinsurgent for every 50 
members of the population. In Afghani-
stan, with a population of 30 million, 
that would work out to about half a 
million additional troops, not 30,000. 
Whatever the exact number is, it is 
clear that to meet the military’s own 
objectives, more installments are in 
order. All this effort to prop up a cor-
rupt Karzai government that just stole 
over 1 million votes to keep itself in 
power as it attempts to control a frac-
tion of the country of Afghanistan. 
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My fellow Americans, we must chart 

a better course. Congress has a con-
stitutional responsibility to scrutinize 
this request carefully as well as how to 
pay for it, to find a better way to 
achieve our shared goals of protecting 
every American family. To do other-
wise will leave us embroiled in an Af-
ghanistan that can consume, as it has 
throughout human history, as many 
lives and as many dollars as we are 
willing to expend there. And such a 
painful, unending sacrifice may well 
make our families less, not more, se-
cure. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. JONES addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

THE QUAGMIRE OF AFGHANISTAN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. PAUL) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PAUL. Certainly, in the last 24 
hours, we’ve had a lot of discussion 
about Afghanistan and whether or not 
we should send more troops. As a mat-
ter of fact, that debate has been going 
on for a long time. The whole debate 
about Afghanistan is something that 
makes me think that we are bogged 
down, considering the fact that it has 
been going on for 8 years. 

This is not new for us. This is more 
or less the rule rather than the excep-
tion, and I believe this comes about be-
cause of the way we go to war. In the 
last 60-some years, we have never had a 
declaration of war, but we have been 
involved in plenty. We’ve been involved 
in Korea, Vietnam, the Persian Gulf, 
and the Iraq War, and now Afghani-
stan, and it looks like it’s going to be 
Pakistan as well. 

So I think the reason we get here is 
because we don’t declare war and we 
slip into war, and then it becomes po-
litical. There are two sides. There is 
one side of the argument that says, 
Let’s just come home. And the other 
side says, Fight it all out. And people 
say, No, you can’t be an extremist on 
this. You have to have a balance. And 
the balance is chaotic. There’s no way 
of measuring victory, and nobody 
wants to give up, claiming it would be 
humiliating to give up. 

But just think of the tragedy of Viet-
nam, all those years and all those 
deaths and all that money spent. Even-
tually we left, and South Vietnam is 
now a unified country, but we still 
have troops in Korea, in Europe, and in 
Japan. And we are bankrupt. So some 
day we are going to have to wake up 
and look at the type of foreign policy 
that the Founders advised us to have, 
and that is nonintervention: don’t get 
involved in the internal affairs of other 
nations, have free and open trade and 

accept friendship with other countries 
who offer it, and that we shouldn’t be 
the policemen of the world and we 
shouldn’t be telling other people what 
to do. We cannot be the policemen of 
the world and pay for all those bills be-
cause we are literally bankrupt. 

In thinking about the dilemma that 
we have, I think back, even back in the 
1960s when I was an Air Force flight 
surgeon for 5 years, and that was the 
first time I heard the term ‘‘quag-
mire.’’ And thinking about that for 
many, many years, that’s all I can 
think about right now is to evaluate 
what we have. There are a few phrases 
that have been around for a long time, 
and I believe they more or less describe 
what is happening here. Quagmire. Cer-
tainly that is what we are doing. We 
are digging a hole for ourselves. ‘‘Per-
petual war for perpetual peace.’’ We 
have all heard that term, and it sounds 
like we are in perpetual war. ‘‘War is 
the health of the state.’’ We all know 
the government size and sacrifice of 
civil liberties always occurs much 
more so in the midst of a war. 

A book was written many years ago 
by one of the most, if not the most 
decorated soldier we ever had, Smedley 
Butler. He wrote a book called ‘‘War is 
a Racket.’’ And I have come to this be-
lief that war literally is a racket for 
the people who push these wars, wheth-
er it’s the military industrial complex 
or the special interests and the various 
factions, but it’s never, it’s never for 
the people. 

Today it is said that we’re over there 
to protect our national security to go 
into Afghanistan. Well, it’s down to 100 
al Qaedas in Afghanistan, and, quite 
frankly, the Afghan Government had 
nothing to do—they said they harbored 
the al Qaeda, and that is true, but do 
you think those 19 guys needed to do 
pushups in Afghanistan to come over 
here and do what they did? The real 
planning wasn’t in Afghanistan. It was 
in Spain. It was in Germany. Where 
was the real training? The real train-
ing was in Florida. The training was in 
Florida, and the FBI had evidence at 
the time that they were being trained, 
and it’s totally ignored. And yet we are 
concentrating, we are still back to 9/11, 
fear of nuclear war. We have to go in, 
scare the people. 

Yet what is the motivation for indi-
viduals to become radical against us, 
whether it’s in the Taliban or al 
Qaeda? There is one single factor that 
is the most influential in motivating 
somebody to commit suicide terrorism 
against anybody or us, and that is oc-
cupation by a foreign nation. And now, 
where have we occupied? We have occu-
pied Iraq and Afghanistan. We are 
bombing Pakistan. But not only the 
literal occupation, but also, we have 
this threat on Pakistan. 

So I would say it’s time for us to re-
assess ourselves and look at a non-
interventionist foreign policy. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-

tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE GENEROSITY 
OF ROSS PEROT’S GIFT TO THE 
U.S. ARMY COMMAND AND GEN-
ERAL STAFF COLLEGE FOUNDA-
TION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. MORAN) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MORAN of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise this evening in the House of Rep-
resentatives to recognize a remarkable 
gift that will enhance the professional 
education of our country’s military of-
ficers and thereby improve the safety 
and security of every American. 

In November, Mr. Ross Perot of 
Texas pledged $6.1 million to support 
two new initiatives at the U.S. Army 
Command and General Staff College lo-
cated at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas. At 
a time when our country is demanding 
so much from those in uniform, this 
significant contribution will ensure 
that America’s military leaders receive 
the best education and training to ac-
complish their missions around the 
world. 

Mr. Perot’s contribution followed a 
recent visit to Fort Leavenworth. He 
experienced firsthand the classroom in-
struction that U.S. officers and their 
interagency and international counter-
parts receive at the Army’s Command 
and General Staff College, our coun-
try’s oldest and largest military staff 
college. He also met with students and 
toured the Lewis and Clark Center, an 
impressive new building completed in 
2007 to house the college. 

Mr. Perot’s gift will fund a new cen-
ter for interagency cooperation and a 
new chair of ethics. As the conflicts in 
Iraq and Afghanistan make clear, co-
operation between military and other 
agencies is an important component 
for our country’s success. To address 
this need, the Col. Arthur D. Simons 
Center for Study of Interagency Co-
operation will enhance the cooperation 
of interagency affairs. The second ini-
tiative to be created, the Gen. Hugh 
Shelton Chair in Ethics, will attract 
world-class academics and researchers 
to stress the importance of ethics and 
values in the military. 

You may notice that rather than 
naming these new programs after him-
self, Mr. Perot chose to name them 
after others. Col. Arthur ‘‘Bull’’ Si-
mons led the 1970 Son Tay raid to free 
prisoners of war in Vietnam, as well as 
a 1979 mission to rescue, from a prison 
in Tehran, two of Mr. Perot’s employ-
ees. Retired Army Gen. Hugh Shelton 
served as Chairman of the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff and is a friend of Mr. Perot’s. 
Mr. Perot selflessly named his initia-
tives after military members who have 
played an important role in his life and 
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